
United States Patent and Trademark Office 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent and Trademark Office 
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 
www.uspto.gov 



APPLICATION NO. 


FILING DATE 


FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 


ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 


CONFIRMATION NO. 


10/691,442 


10/23/2003 


Scott Hanggic 


003797.00722 


8090 



28319 7590 07/02/2007 

BANNER & WITCOFF, LTD. 

ATTORNEYS FOR CLIENT NOS. 003797 & 013797 
1100 13th STREET, N.W. 
SUITE 1200 

WASHINGTON, DC 20005-4051 



EXAMINER 



JANKUS, ALMIS R 



ART UNIT 



PAPER NUMBER 



2628 



MAIL DATE 



DELIVERY MODE 



07/02/2007 PAPER 

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 

The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication. 



PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07) 



Office Action Summary 


Application No. 

10/691,442 


Applicant(s) 

HANGGIEET AL 


LAdl 11 1 1 

Almis R. Jankus 


Art Unit 

2628 





The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 
Period for Reply 
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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . Claims 1 -36 are presented for examination. 



2. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 



3. Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. Claims 1-10 require a data 
structure defining a window for drawing on a desktop representation displayed on a 
display device, comprising data fields. Data structures fail to fit any of the four statutory 
classes of invention. 



4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

5. Claims 1 1-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hoppe and further in view of Official Notice. 

With respect to claim 1 1 , Hoppe teaches the claimed data processing system 
comprising: a memory storing window properties comprising, for a plurality of windows 
for which properties are stored, properties for a base object and properties for one or 
more primary content objects; a compositing desktop window manager software module 
that composes a desktop based on the window properties of each window for which 
properties are stored, wherein for one of the plurality of windows for which properties 
are stored, the memory stores a plurality of primary content objects, as a base mesh 
and selective refinement. Windows are not explicitly taught, however, official notice is 
taken that windows would have been obvious as being in general use. 

Claim 12 further requires the data processing system of claim 1 1 , wherein the 
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properties for the base object comprise a base geometry. Hoppe teaches this at page 
102 section 4 first paragraph. 

Claim 13 further requires the data processing system of claim 1 1 , wherein the 
properties for the base object comprise base content margins, a base extent, and a 
base material. Hoppe teaches this at section 4 with the teaching of "preserving both the 
shape of the mesh and the scalar and discrete attributes which define its appearance." 

Claim 14 further requires the data processing system of claim 12, wherein the 
base geometry property comprises a plurality of vertices defining a mesh. Hoppe 
teaches this at figures 1 and 2. 

Claim 15 further requires the data processing system of claim 13, wherein the 
base material property comprises an ambient color, a diffusive color, and a specular 
color. Hoppe teaches this at the abstract and at page 100 section 2, however, official 
notice is taken with respect to specular color as this was in general use in computer 
graphics. 

Claim 16 further requires the data processing system of claim 15, wherein each 
of the ambient color, diffusive color, and specular color are defined at least by an ARGB 
value. Hoppe teaches this at section 2 with shader functions, ARGB being inherent in 
shader functions. Official Notice is taken with respect to ARGB being in general use. 
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Claim 17 further requires the data processing system of claim 13, wherein the 
base material property comprises a reflection scalar and a refraction index. Hoppe 
teaches this at section 2 with material identifiers, reflection and refraction being inherent 
in material properties and official notice is taken on that limitation.. 

Claim 18 further requires the data processing system of claim 13, wherein the 
base material property comprises a diffuse texture and a bump texture. Hoppe teaches 
this at section 4.5. 

Claim 19 further requires the data processing system of claim 1 1 , wherein the 
memory stores, for at least one primary content object, a content geometry and a 
content surface. Hoppe teaches this at the abstract. 

Claim 20 further requires the data processing system of claim 19, wherein the 
content surface comprises an ARGB texture. Hoppe teaches this at section 2 with 
shader functions, official notice that ARGB being inherent in shader functions. 

Claims 21 and 31 are similar to claim 1 1 and are rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 22-29 are similar to claims 13-20 and are rejected under similar rationale. 
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Claim 30 further requires the method of claim 23, further comprising: receiving 
user input to resize the window; dividing the mesh into three regions per mesh 
dimension; for each region, maintaining offsets of mesh vertices in any dimension by 
which the region is bounded by a bounding box of the window, and scaling mesh 
vertices in any dimension by which the region is not bounded by the bounding box of 
the window. Hoppe teaches this at figures 1 and 2, and at sections 3 and 4. Official 
notice with respect to windows. 

Claim 31 is similar to claim 30 and is rejected under similar rationale. 

Claim 32 further requires the method of claim 31, wherein the regions are equally 
sized. Hoppe teaches this at section 4.1 with official notice that regular meshes are 
equally sized. 

Claim 33 further requires the method of claim 31, wherein the regions are not 
equally sized. Hoppe teaches this at figure 1 . 

Claim 34 further requires the method of claim 33, wherein regions bounded by 
the bounding box are as small as necessary to encompass material that should not be 
scaled. Hoppe teaches this at the abstract as preservation. 
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With respect to claim 35, Hoppe teaches the claimed first primary content region 
within the window, visually disconnected from said first primary content region, said 
second primary content region corresponding to second content provided by the 
application program; a base frame region encircling each of said first primary content 
region and said second primary content region, said base frame region corresponding 
to content provided by an operating system, at figure 1, where the polygons diagonally 
opposed are disconnected, the base frame being a window displaying the mesh, 
provided by the operating system. 

Claim 36 further requires the computer readable media of claim 35 wherein the 
base frame region defines a boundary of the window. Hoppe teaches this at the 
introduction with the teaching of displays, frames defining the boundaries of windows 
being inherent in computer displays. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Almis R. Jankus whose telephone number is 571- 
272-7643. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 6:30-3:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Razavi can be reached on 571-272-7664. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may. be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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